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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

I) ^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 28 July 2005 . 

2a)D This action is FINAL 2b)[gj This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 12-15.27-30 and 42-45 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 12-15.27-30 and 42-45 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 08 November 2001 is/are: a)M accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

I I) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
06/24/2005 has been entered. 

2. Claims 12 to 15, 27 to 30 and 42 to 45 remain pending in the application. 

3. Claims 12, 27, and 42 are independent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 12-15, 27-30, and 42-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. In particular, it is unclear to the 
Examiner in Claims 12, 27, and 42 what is being controlled; the image, the image 
pickup device, or the control device, or some combination of the three. 

Respectfully, it is also unclear to the Examiner what information on an area refers 
to. Is it information about the image (like metadata; exposure time, image size, date 
taken, etc.), or is it referring to information located on a specific region of the image 
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frame? The latter would suggest that the information refers to, for example, text or an 
icon on the image frame which, when identified by the decoder instructs the computer to 
perform a task. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 12, 27, and 42 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rhoades (U.S. Patent No. 6,31 1 ,214). 

In regard to independent Claim 12 (and similarly independent Claims 27, 
and 42), Rhoades teaches an optical sensor (12), a computer (14), and a network 
connection (16) to the Internet (18). The optical sensor (12) is a digital camera (image 
pickup device) having a resolution of 320 by 200 pixels (color or black and white) that 
stares out, grabbing frames of image data five times per second and storing same in 
one or more frame buffers (receiving device). The frames of image data are analyzed by 
a computer (14) for the presence of Bedoop data (information on the area where the 
image is picked up). Essentially, Bedoop data is any form of digital data encoding 
recognized by the system (10) — data, which initiates some action. Once detected, the 
system responds in accordance with the detected Bedoop data (e.g., by initiating some 
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local action, or by communication with a remote computer, such as over the Internet 
(Col. 2, lines 64-67; Col. 3, lines 1-10). 

To summarize, the camera grabs frames, stores them in buffers. The frames are 
scanned looking for a particular pattern of information, if the pattern is found (the 
computer knows how to recognize and/or decode the pattern of information previously 
stored in a registry), an action is invoked on the computer based on what action is 
assigned to the pattern by looking it up in the registry, keying on the pattern. Though not 
explicitly taught by Rhoades , it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to assume that the definition of the pattern of information, as 
defined above by Rhoades , would extend to anything found in the frames that was 
contained in the registry and corresponded to an action. A benefit would have been to 
recognize a URL in an image directing the user to online advertising. 

Rhoades also teaches that the receiving device is controlled based on a control 
command of a direction of the image pickup device in that a local Bedoop system (28) 
provides image data to a decoder (32) (which may be implemented as a software 
component of the operating system (33)). The decoder (32) analyzes the image data to 
discern the plural-bit Bedoop data (a receiving device controlled based on the area 
where the image is picked up by the image pickup device). Based on information in Fig. 
2, it appears that the computer contains the image buffer and decoder, though the 
image buffer could also be a part of the camera as is commonly known in the art. The 
CLASS ID of this Bedoop data is applied to a Bedoop registry (34). The registry 
responds by identifying and launching a local Bedoop application (executing 
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processing) (36) designed to service the discerned Bedoop data {executing processing 
for accessing an address corresponding to the predetermined image by referring to a 
memory storing an address corresponding to the picked-up image) (Col. 8, lines 10-19). 
Hence, the camera controls the actions that the computer takes by virtue of grabbing 
frames that contain information that once recognized, invoke an action on the computer 
(or another computer). 

Rhoades also teaches a control device for determining whether the image 
received by said receiving device includes a predetermined image in that the decoder 
(32) analyzes the image data to discern the plural-bit Bedoop data (see above). 

Rhoades also teaches that the operating system's registry database (a memory 
storing an address corresponding to the picked-up image) can be employed to 
associate different application programs with different CLASS/DNS Ids (an address 
corresponding to the predetermined image) Gust as the .XLS and .DOC file extensions 
are commonly associated by existing operating system registries to invoke Microsoft 
Excel and Word software applications, respectively). When a new Bedoop application is 
installed, it logs an entry in the registry database indicating the CLASS/DNS ID(s) that it 
will handle. Thereafter, when an object with such a CLASS/DNS ID is encountered, the 
operating system automatically launches the corresponding application to service the 
Bedoop data in an appropriate manner (Col. 7, lines 50-63). 

In regard to dependent Claim 13 (and similarly dependent Claims 28, and 
43), Claim 13 (and similarly Claims 28, and 43) reflects the access system as claimed in 
Claim 12 (and similarly Claims 27, and 42), and is rejected along the same rationale. 
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In regard to dependent Claims 14-15 (and similarly dependent Claims 29-30, and 
44-45), Rhoades does not explicitly teach that the address includes a URL, or an email 
address. However, Rhoades does teach, by way of example, the on-line acquisition of a 
greeting card, e.g., by visiting a web site specializing in greeting cards. With suitable 
user-selection (and, optionally, customization), the desired card can be printed using an 
inkjet or other printer at the sender's home. In such case, the Bedoop data on the card 
can be similarly customized. Instead of leading to a site determined by the card vendor, 
the data can lead to the sender's personal web page, or to another arbitrary web 
address (Col. 10, lines 51-59). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to conclude that the Bedoop data encoded on the card led to 
the sender's personal web page, or to another arbitrary web address via a URL 
encoded as part of the Bedoop data. The benefit of this would have been to allow the 
user to access a web page without having to type a sometimes lengthy and confusing 
URL to access further information associated with the greeting card. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 06/24/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Specifically the Applicant argues that the prior art of Rhoades fails to 
disclose or to suggest receiving an image picked-up by a pickup device, which is 
controlled based on a control command of a direction of the image pickup device, and 
information on an area where the image is picked up by the image pickup device. The 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
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Rhoades teaches that the receiving device is controlled based on a control 
command of a direction of the image pickup device in that the image (sent by the 
camera, the image pickup device) contains encoded instructions {Bedoop data) that 
direct a decoder, located as part of the computer system to decode the information and 
instruct the computer to perform a function (audible tone). 

As for the second part of the claim limitation, information on an area where the 
image is picked up by the image pickup device, it is unclear to the Examiner what 
information on an area refers to. Is it information about the image (like metadata; 
exposure time, image size, date taken, etc.), or is it referring to information located on a 
specific region of the image frame? The latter would suggest that the information refers 
to, for example, text or an icon on the image frame which, when identified by the 
decoder instructs the computer to perform a task. 



Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James H. Blackwell whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 4089. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examinees 
supervisor, Heather R. Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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10. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

James H. Blackwell 
08/17/05 




